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The Stationary Source Conpliance D vision (SSCD has
recently received a nunber of questions pertaining to using 40
CFR Part 75 (Acid Rain) continuous em ssion nonitoring systens
(CEMsBs) to neet the S, and NOx CEMS requirenments of New Source
Performance Standards (NSPS), to CFR Part 60, Subparts D, Da, and
Db. In the near future, electric utilities operating CEMSs to
conply with the requirenents of Part 60 nust also install CEMSs
to neet the requirenent of Part 75. These utilities wish to use
the same CEMSs to conply with both Acid Rain and NSPS prograns.
Representatives fromthe Regions, States, and regul ated community
requested a clarification on whether the Acid Rain CEMSs can be
used as the NSPS CEMBs, and if during the replacenent period of
the existing NSPS CEM5s by the Acid Rain CEMSs, NSPS nonitoring
and reporting could be curtail ed.

SSCD real i zes that the requirenments of Part 75 directly -
affects CEMB perfornmance, data collection, and reporting for the
pur poses of Part 60, and that there nmay be a conflict when the
NSPS CEMBs are replaced by Acid Rain CEMSs. The possibility of



this conflict has al so been identified in the Acid Rain CEME:
| npl enent ati on Team Appr oach paper.

SSCD had determned that since the CEMS requirenents of 40
CFR Part 75 are equivalent to or nore stringent than the
requi renents of 40 CFR Part 60, EPA cannot accept Acid Rain CEMSs
as NSPS CEMBs provided that the utility denonstrates conpliance
with all applicable NSPS regul ati ons. However, while authorizing
the use of Acid Rain CEMBs, we deermned that a bl anket *grance
period’” fromconpllying with the requirenents of Part 60 when
installing CEMSs for Part 75 is not an appropriate option.

SSCD recomrends that, whenever possible, a utility operate
the existing NSPS CEMSs until the new Part 75 CEMSs are
operational and certified according to the requirenents of Parts
60 and 75 (except for the DAHS certification). The field test of
the Part 75 certification process should be schedul ed as soon as
possi bl e after the CEMSs becone operational. |If there is an
unavoi dabl e changeover tinme, the utility nmust mnimze that time
since all periods of mssing data will count as nonitor downtine
for NSPS reporting purposes.

SSCD al so recomends that, to nmeet the nonitor data
availability during a changeover tine, a utility use an approach
consistent with the requirenents of Part 60. To collect data for
SO and NOX from Subpart Da and Db boilers, a utility shall USQ
nmet hods, procedures, and alternatives specified in Part
60. 47a(h), (j), Part 60.47b(b), and in Part 60.48b(f). The
utility must notify EPA when using this approach. The Regi ons, at
their discretion, nmay require additional nonitoring procedures.
To meet the nonitoring requirenents when a Subpart D boiler is
involved, a utility should apply to the Region for a short term
alternative to operating CENMB consistent with the
applicabl e requirenent of 40 CFR Part 60. The EPA Regi onal
Ofice may all ow using the reguested alternative to operating
CEMS that neets the general criteria of this nenmorandum Every
petition for an approval a tenporary alternative to operating
CEMS shoul d:

° Justify the request.
° Present the alternative.
° Present the approach to nonitoring conpliance with the

NSPS em ssion limtations.
° Provi de a nonitoring schedul e.

Exanpl es of acceptable tenporary alternatives to operati ng CENMS
include instrunental, analytical, and paranetric approaches:



e.g., fuel sanpling and analysis, periodic stack testing using a
reference nmethod, control device paranetric nonitoring, visible
em ssi on observation, or a backup nonitor. These alternatives
nmust be capabl e of clearly indicating conpliance w th applicabl e:
regul ati ons.

If the utility-proposed alternative to operati ng CENS does
not nmeet the above listed conditions, the reguest nust be deni ed.
The use of any alternative nust be short-term not to exceed
ei ght weeks. The Regions may grant an extension of this term
only in extrene fully justifiable circunstances. W al so suggest
that the Regions take a simlar approach to other federally -
mandat ed programthat require S/ NOX CEM5;, e.g., SIPs.

The Regions will approve in witing a successfully conpl eted
field test of the acid rain CEMS certification procedure as an
equi valent to NSPS CEMs certification if a utility can
denonstrated conpliance with the NSPS rel ati ve accuracy
requi renents (by using data fromPart 75 relative accuracy test,
di luent CEM5, and reference nethod) and the 7-day calibration
drift test (may involve a recalculation of tho drift results as a
per cent age of the NSPS span value rather than the Part 75 val ue).

If you have any questions, please call Zofia Xosimor ny
staff at 703-308-8733.
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